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Remarks/Arguments: 

Claims 1, 3-8, 10, 12-16, 18-21 and 24-26 are pending and stand rejected. 

By this Amendment, claims 1, 3, 6-8, 10, 12, 14-16, 18-21, and 24-26 are amended and 
claims 4-5 and 13 are canceled without prejudice. 

No new matter is presented by the claim amendments. Support for the claim 
amendments can be found throughout the original specification and, for example, in the original 
specification at paragraph [0037] - [0038]. 

Rejection of Claims 1, 3-8, 10, 12-16, 18-21 and 24-26 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

In the Office Action, at page 3, claims 1, 3-8, 10, 12-16, 18-21 and 24-26 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Shinsky et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,285,398, 
hereafter referred to as Shinsky) in view of Miller et al. (U.S. Patent Publication No. 
2005/0185055, hereafter referred to as Miller). 

Reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

Claim 1 

Claims 1 is directed to a method of adjusting image-capturing parameters of an image- 
capturing device, and recites "the selected image-capturing parameter is a control parameter 
for setting and exposure or an aperture of the image-capturing device." 

The Examiner's attention is drawn to paragraph [0037] of the original specification which 
explains the difference between processing image-capturing parameters and non-processing 
image-capturing parameters, such as exposure period and aperture. 

Shinsky Reference 

Shinsky discloses that the graphical user interface allows the user to view the current 
video images sent from the camera 100. While viewing these video images, the user can also 
provide control inputs to adjust the contrast, brightness and view of the picture. The viewer 
can also activate an auto-white balancing feature through the graphical user interface by 
selecting a white or colorless area of the picture. The user selects the white area by placing the 
cursor over the area and selecting the area using the cursor control device. Once the area is 
selected, the contrasting colors within the entire image are adjusted in comparison to and 
based upon the selected white area in order to optimize the picture from the current 
environment. (See Shinsky at column 9, lines 43-56.) That is, Shinsky at most teaches the 
control of settings for contrast, brightness, white balance. These settings are all processing 
parameters to process the digital image data after an image is taken and, in particular, are not 
image-capturing parameter such as exposure and aperture which are control settings used to 
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capture the original image. That is, Shinsky is silent regarding the recitation in claim 1 that the 
"selected image-capturing parameter is a control parameter for setting an exposure period or 
an aperture of the image-capturing device." It is noted that the Examiner appears to 
acknowledge such a difference by corresponding the image capturing parameter recited in claim 
1 with contrast, brightness, hue and gain in the Office Action at pages 3. 
Miller Reference 

Miller discloses that a CPU 50 disposed on the display monitor 52 to display a group of 
images. For example, the various images 222A - 222E may have a range of contrast, with the 
first image 222A having much lower than normal contrast, the second image 222B having 
slightly lower than normal contrast, the third image (middle) 222C having normal contrast, the 
fourth image 222D having slightly higher than normal contrast, and the fifth image 222E having 
much higher than normal contrast. (See Miller at paragraph [0035]). After the user selects the 
"done" icon 226, the CPU 50 stores a value indicating the preferred contrast setting for this 
particular user, and updates the displayed image on display monitor 52. After several scenes 
have been evaluated for contrast, the contrast setting value most often selected by the user is 
chosen as the preferred contrast setting for the user. Another set of images is then displayed, 
having a different type of appearance modification. Instead of the contrast, the variation may 
be a difference in color saturation, ranging between low, normal, and high color saturation, or a 
variation in sharpness ranging between low to normal to high sharpness. The user is again 
instructed to select the preferred image. (See Miller at paragraph [0037].) That is, like 
Shinsky, Miller teaches the setting of processing parameters (i.e., contrast, color saturation and 
sharpness). Miller, however, is silent regarding exposure period and aperture. This is because, 
exposure period and aperture, which are settings for capturing an image prior to processing, are 
not contemplated by Miller. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that claim 1 patentably distinguishes over Shinsky in view of 
Miller for at least the above-mentioned reasons. 

Claims 10 and 18 

Claims 10 and 18, which include similar but not identical features to those of claim 1, 
are submitted to patentably distinguish over Shinsky in view of Miller for at least similar 
reasons to those of claim 1. 

Claims 3, 6-8, 12, 14-16, 19-21 and 24-26 

Claims 3, 6-8, 12, 14-16, 19-21 and 24-26, which include all of the limitations of claim 
1, 10 or 18, are submitted to patentably distinguish over Shinsky in view of Miller for at least 
the same reasons as their respective independent claim. 
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Claim 24 includes patentable distinctions beyond tiiose of claim 1, namely "generating a 
simulated image that represents an image captured from the first or second setting of the 
selected image-capturing parameter to produce said second image." That is, the selected 
image-capturing parameter (i.e., either exposure period or aperture) is simulated by generating 
a simulated image that represents an image captured from the first or second setting of the 
selected image-capturing parameter. 

Because neither Shinsky nor Miller contemplate the use of non-processing parameters 
(exposure period or aperture) as selected image-capturing parameters, these references do not 
disclose or suggest the generation of a simulated image from settings of such image-capturing 
parameters. 

Claim 25 also includes patentable distinctions beyond those of claim 10, namely that 
"the parameter adjuster is configured to generate a simulated image that represents an image- 
captured using the second setting of the selected image-capture parameter to produce said 
second image." 

I^oreover, claim 26 includes patentable distinctions beyond those of claim 18, namely 
"the processing of the raw image data using the second setting of the image capturing 
parameters includes generating a simulated image that represents an image captured using the 
second setting of the image capturing parameters to produce said second image." 
Conclusion 

In view of the claim amendments and remarks, Applicant submits the application is in 
condition for allowance, which action is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted. 




Jack J. Jankovitz, Reg. 
Eric Berkowitz, Reg. No. 4^ 
Attorneys for Applicant 
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Dated: December 13, 2007 
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